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ssion re; t for & rianc

12 NOn-COor ot} b structure owned t©v

r and loc 2 on t ezss correr of Oak
and Garfield Strzets. ! Anshutz zddressed o
Citw Council from the audience to state that -
acoeal could pe withdrawn because sie had now
lost the tenant ?o" whicn the variznces was re-
cussted. irs. Anshutz also recuested irforma-
tion relative to the ororvsr orocszdure of obtzin
ins a naw tenant for rer tuildin-. <itv Aattcrn
Jllen surrested that the Plarrine rector
rotify Mrs. Anshutz revarﬂl“j ths norized
uses Tor ner structure. The Citr & zer also
suTrested that ..rs. A‘shutz ciscuss the cenditi
of tre structure with both the Plannine Directo
and the Buildin- snachtor.
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= lett ated fav 24, 1957 from wne Lodi Crars
. d Wir estival ex31a1n1‘1 that the north
IS mre leacdine to Lodi Stadium has a sharo vitch
e ich maxkes it difficult or impossible for scme
of tre floats in the festival parade to et in
and out of the Stadium. Tne Festival asked
trhat more dirt be acdded to the ramp o make the
cresent ramp useful to the varade flocats. The
Cityv Clerk revorted that the letter nad been
referred to the Hecrsation Direcior who renlied
trat the ramp in cuestion 1is a temvporary ramo
constructed bv the neosle using the Stadium for
auto racins., This ramn serves the nurvose of
tre auto racing cveovle, but it cculd cause
difficulty for Tloats usins it stimated
tne cost of renovating the ra at least
3220, Ee also stated trnat th ould be
07 no rarticular benefit Ior his rtmant.
Tr2 work would be done szlelvy for benefit
2 re Festival., Courncilman Hobir stated
T ne Cel:s tra+t it would bs wer ile to
a ve the racusst of the Festiv irce
r “ne erditu st ar t of more:
i sld e its u Y oats in tre varsa
2 r. Ccuncilman «itch ell tren moved, Yuller
3 d, to aonrrove the reconstruction of the
T in the Stadium as renuested °r the Grave
an ine Festival. The mcotion vassed by the
Zollowins vote:
AYRES:
LORS:

ABS2NT: Couincilmen - None
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winuses of Jure 5, 123

rar<ing at tnese locations, Tne surver cis-
closed what tne averare percentase ol olcu-
vancy isg 11,7% tatwsen Church Strest and
Pleasant avenus and 12.3% between Pleasant

avenue and Les Avenue. The maximum percent-

are of cccungney durings tns time ol Tne 100
counts was 12.5% betwean Churc- strest and
Pleasant averue zand 1) betwesn Fleasars

averue and Lee avenue., =2 cbsarved that this
last fizure indicates that the varxins is rot
beins used bv -erscns s opring, tut by resi-

cents in =<n2 area. He revortad trat based

on varallel varzinz and trhe same occuopancy

Tound during tne 100 traffic counts, the

averarse oecuzancy tetween Crnurch Strset and
Pleasant avenue would be 18.7% and 21..% te-

tween Pleasant avenue and Lee Avenue. Tne

maximum zercentasze of occuvancy would be 20%
betweer Shurch Strest and Pleasant avenus

and 50% betwean Plesasant Avenue and Lee

avenue. He observed that the rstention of

angzle vparkins on tlrm Strest cannot be Justi-

fied on the tasis of varkinz needs.
recommended that diazonal varkins b

ated on zlm Street znd stated that

of Police hszartilw concurs in this

tion. Councilman =aatzakian stated

Elr Street had been designated on t

Sireset Plan zs5 a thrcouzh street, he

that diazonal varkins crn the street

nated between Church Stirzet and Lee

The motion was seconded bv Councilm

C man Zotinson reminded the C©

C this same recommendzation

m tns City Council orevious ot

o ruary 20 of tnis vear, the U o}

o} nted an ordinance elimirati ai

© on Stockbon Street, but ha 2t

t var<inz on Elm Strest. He

I 1cil had taxen zcticn on the

et ne exvressed nimself as still

b ed to elimination of diazzonal

o Elm Street until such time as

tr carking district is in eflect.

C tchnell stated that he believed

th -nzticn of Zlm Streset as a throush

s jould 22 a mistaxs. He obiacted to

bl caticon of stoun sirns on Huscnins Stirees

an m Street, Ha t-ought tre signs should

be ersed Lo stoo trafiic on Elm Strest

at cnirs. =g further ohserved that there
is more traffic on Lockeford 3treast than

tnere is on Zlm Street. Councilmar Katzakian

nointed out tha< the Council has a rscom-

mendaticn from the Cit Enginser and tre Chief
£ Ppolice that the elimination o nal

varkinz be eliminated bot» from and

safetr standooint. He relt the of

ora accidert would nte worth tne . ke

restated -nis motion to introduce ance

Le. 592, eliminating diagonal varking on

Llm Strezet. Ordinance io. 563 was then

irtroduced bv tre Tollowinz vote:
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BIDS FOR LODI
AVENUE WIDENING

RES. NO. 2029
ADOPTED

ANNEXATION COF
BLAZER ADD.

ORD. NO. 590
ADOPTED

ANNEYATICN CF
FAITE TABER-
NACLE ADD.

On the motion of Councilman Mitchell, Katzakian
second, the City Council approved the recommenda-
tion of the City Zngineer go accept the deed

for the triangular parcel from the Central
California Traction Company and in exchange to
permit the Traction Company to pave over the
railroad tracks on Lodi Avenue as requested.

The motion passed by unanimous vote.

The City Manager presented tabulation of bids
for the reconstruction and widening of Lodi
Avenue between School and Main Streets. Two
bids were received for the project as follows:
Rice Brothers, $20,062.79 and Claude C. Wood
Company, $13,889.59. Mr. Weller explained

that the City Engineer's estimate was $12,123.25.
The low bid by Claude C. Wood Company exceeds
the estimate of the City Engineer by more than
10%. Mr. Weller pointed out that the difference
in both bids and the City Engineer's estimate
was in one item which provides for the clear-
ing and removal of the trees. Both bids were
considerably higher than the City Engineer's
estimate for this item. The City Enginser rsc-
ommended that the award be made to Claude C.
Wood Company despite the fact that the low bid
exceeds the estimate by approximately 143%. Ee
pointed out that approval must be secured from
the Division of Highways for the project since
the estimate did exceed the bid by more than
10%. He stated he did not believe re-advertising
would result in a lower bid. Resolution No.
2029, awarding the contract to Claucde C. Wood
Company, subject to .the approval of the award

by the Division of Highways, was adopted on the
motion of Councilman Mitchell, Robinson sescond.

CRDINANCE NO. 590, ENTITLED, "APPROVING THE
ANNEXATION OF THE BLAZER ADDITICN TC THE CITY OF
LODI AND DECLARING THAT THE SAME IS ANNEXED TO
AND MADE PART OF THE CITY OF LODI", having been
introduced at the May 15, 1957 meeting, was
brought up for passage on the motion of Council-
man Katzakian, Fuller second. Second reading
was omitted after reading by title, and was then
passed, adopted and ordered to print by the
following vote:

AYES: Councilmen - Fuller, Katzakian, Mit-

169

chell, Robinson and Hughes

NOES: Councilmen - None
ABSENT: Councilmen - Nons

Ordinance No. 590 was then signed by Mayor Eughes
in approval thereof.

ORDINANCE NO. 591, ENTITLED, "APPROVING THE
ANNEYATICN OF THE FAITH TABERNACLE ADDITICN TC
THE CITY OF LODI AND DECLARING THAT THE SAME

IS ANNEXED TO AND MADE PART OF THE CITY CF LODI",
having been introduced at the May 19, 1957 meet-
ing, was brought up for passage on the moticn

of Councilman Robinson, Mitchell second. Sscond
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ORD. NO. 591
ADCPTED

REQUEST TC
IMPROVE OLD
BATHS AREA FOR
PLAY YARD

FIRE HOUSZ
LOCATION
DISCUSSICN

Minutes of Juns 5, 1957 continued

reading was omitted after reading by title, and
was then passed, adopted and ordered to print by
the following vote:

AYES: Councilmen - Fuller, Katzakian, Mit-
chell, Robinson and Hughes

NOES: Councilmen - None
ABSENT: Councilmen - None

Crdinance No. 591 was then signed by Mayor
Hughes in approval thereof.

Mr. Riney Bender addressed the City Council to
sxplain that as a representative of the Boy
Scout Center Association, he was requesting
that the City Council authorize the improvement
of the old baths area in Hale Park as a play
area. He explained that the Scout Center has
under consideration the leasing of the Scout
Center to the Peter Pan School, presently
located behind the Lutheran Church. Lease to
the school depends on the securing of an
adequate play area for use by the retarded
pupils. The City Manager explained to the
City Council that the request had been con-
sidered by the Recreaticn Commission which
recommended development of the old baths area
with black top, provided that the City can
secure provisions to hold the City harmless
from liability from its use by the Peter Pan
School. Fire Chief George Polenske addressed
the City Council from the floor and stated
that, whereas he was in favor of helping the
Peter Pan School and the Boy Scout Center, he
had to point out that he and the Fire Pre-
vention Inspector had inspected the Boy Scout
Center and in order to develop this for use
in housing pupils, the building would have to
meet minimum standards for that type of
structure. He cited as problems a need for
better lighting and fire resistant walls. The
matter was then referred to the City Manager
for study and recommendation.

Mayor Hughes repcrted that he had received
letters relating to the location of the Fire
House from the Board of Fire Underwriters and
from the Fire Chief. Both of these were read
by the City Clerk. Mayor Eughes then called
upon Councilman Fuller to express his views
regarding the firehouse location.

Councilman Fuller stated that the proper
location for the firehouse was a technical
matter on which he did not feel he had a large

‘amount of knowledge. However, the City Coun-

cil sought competent advice wherever possible,
particularly from the Board of Fire Under-
writers. After several meetings with the Board
of Fire Underwriteres, the City Council

learned that the Board felt the City of Lodi,
as shown in the Master Plan, would be covered
satisfactorily with two firehouses properly
located. He stated that it was his beélief
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that the recommendations of the Board of Fire
Underwriters should be followed. They have
demonstrated with the recommendation that cover-
age can be secured in the high value areas, and
since their recommendation states the firehouse
should be located in the southwest and northeast
sections of the City, he was prepared to accept
their recommendation.

Mayor Hughes then called upcn Councilman Kat-
zakian who stated that on the basis of the rec-
ocommendaticns of the Board of Fire Underwriters,
two fire houses were sufficient if placed properly.
He stated that he believed it would be more
expensive to operate three firehouses than two
because of the added cost of maintenance and
upkeep. He stated the Board of Fire Underwriters
had explained their recommendations fully and
that he felt he had a good grasp of the situation
at this time. He added that he was confident

the Board of Fire Underwriters had taken into
account all factors involved in locating fire-
houses, including location of the high value
areas. He concluded by stating he was prepared
to go along with the recommendaticns of the

Board of Fire Underwriters.

Mayor Hughes then called upon Councilman Mitchell
who explained that he had submitted a letter to
the Mayor outlining his views which he requested
be read by the City Clerk after making preliminary
comments himself. He then stated that he had
never heard of a recommendation for the location
of the fire house in the northeast section of

the City and that at the last meeting held be-
tween the Board of Fire Underwriters and the

City Council he heard for the first time the
recommendation that the fire house be located

at the corner of Hutchins and Tokay Streets.

The City Clerk then read Councilman Mitchell's
letter dated May 17, 1957, which stated that he
believed the recommendations of the Fire Chief
should go a lcong way in helping the Council

make its decision. He explained that he does

not agree with the suggestion of the Board of
Fire Underwriters that the City sell bonds and
build two fire stations at the same time. He
favors building one at a time and paying for it
out of the money accumulated in the Capital Out-
lay Reserve Fund. He stated that he was in favor
of building the first fire house on the Emerson
School ground property which the City now owns.
Possibly within the next ten year& the City

can build a third fire house in the vicinity

of the proposed Highway 12 railroad underpass.
This fire house would serve both the east and
west sides of the Southern Pacific right-of-way
and any development that would take place in this
area. He stated he believed the Board of Fire
Underwriters agreed with this thinking. He pointed
out that if the Council builds the first fire-
house south of Lodi Avenue, it will leave the
high value district lying north of Lodi Avenue
where a greater percentage of fires occur. He
pointed out that south of Lodi Avenue there are
narrow north-south streets, with the exception
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of Church and Hutchins Streets, and Lodi Avenue
is one of the most travelled streets in the
City. He recommended that the Maple Square
fire staticn remain as it is until such time

as a new third station could be built. He
stated, further, that the Council has delayed
in building the fire house for the past two
years. In the meantime building costs have
risen and it is his assumption that a new
firehouse will cost from five to ten thousand
dollars more. He stated that he thought the
Council should ask for plans and specifications
as soon as possible. He concluded in his letter
by stating he felt the plans should wait for
the relocation of the Main Street fire station
at least for another year at which time a new
lock could be taken at the possible develop-
ment east of the Southern Pacific railroad
tracks.

Mayor Hughes then called on Councilman Robinson
to state his views. Councilman Robinson re-
quested that the City Clerk read his letter,
dated May 2%, 1957, submitted to the Mayor.
In his letter Councilman Robinson stated that
after the discussion with the Board of Fire
Underwriters and after reviewing the whole
matter, he is more convinced than ever that
the Emerson School grounds is the proper
location. He cited the following reasons to
support his belief:

(1) It meets the running time requirements to
the present high value district, the present
new commercial and residential districts and
gives better coverage along major streets

than any other proposed location. Duplicate
coverage with the present Main Street station
for the "High Value'" district is an asset, and
no location demerits nor demerits for probable
delay in response should be charged for this
station.

(2) Regardless of future developments in
other sections of the city, a station near this
site will always be desirable.

(3) The Main Street station should eventually
be changed. Relocation at this time is not
essential nor financially practical. Industrial
development east of the tracks is in such a
state of flux that the location of the fire-
house in this area can not be foreseen at this
time.

(%) He saw no disadvantage in eventually
erecting the third fire station, if industrial

-development takes place, along the Southern

Pacific Railrecad tracks south of Lodi Avenuse
as provided in the Master Plan. At the time
this dev elopment takes place an underpass at
the Kettleman Lane crossing probably should
be built. It would give coverage through the
underpass to the Barnhart Area, including

new industrial plants, the Academy, etc., as
well as residential areas to the west and
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south. He stated the Council had been assured
that it would cost no more to house X number of
pieces of equipment and men in three houses than
in two houses. The only additional cost will be
the erection of the third house. To discard the
Emersonh lot now would necessitate the purchase
of another site and this amount could be used

to acquire the proposed "Church and Xettlamen
vicinity" lot if and when it is needed. When
the City grows sufficiently to justify this
construction, better service can be given from
three neighborhood houses than from two farther
away.

(9) A station located at Hutchins and Tokay,
while not calling for demerits from a purely
"location" basis (nor would Emerson), would

call for demerits as suggested in Mr. Young's
letter in his reference to paragraph 32(b)

in their schedule. 3Surely "probable delay in
response' would accrue in bringing equipment
along the narrow, congested streets and crossing
Lodi Avenue traffic (fast becoming the greatest
in the City). The majority of the calls as shown
by the Chief's report are north of Lodi Avenue.
Very shortly we shall be purchasing a ladder
truck and he could not eavision housing it in
this location nor east of the tracks due to
existing fire hazards in the downtown district.

(6) A prompt decision should be made. The

years that this development has been delayed

have added materially to the eventual cost due

to advancing prices of construction. We can

build on Emerson immediately. To purchase another
site will not only add to the cost but will

delay further the date of construction, thus
adding further advances.

Councilman Robinson then referred to the letter
from the Board of Fire Underwriters dated May
13, 1957, Paragraph 8(c) specifically, in which
the Board states that the fire house location
south of Lodi Avenue meets the requirements of
the Fire Department item 32 (b) equally as well
as the Emerson School site with respect to the
response to all high value areas. Councilman
Robinson stated that the Board had taken snap
judgement on this item by looking at the loca-
tion but not at the possible delay in response.
He pointed out that on one occasion the Board
had suggested moving the Maple Square Station
900 to front on Sacramento Street. They have
since admitted it to be a mistake and have
several times recommended against this move.

He pointed out that they have not taken into
consideration the width of streets and the prob-
lem of cgfssing Lodi Avenue. He stated he thought
the City‘would receive demerits for a location
south of Lodi Avenue. He again pointed out that
development was taking place in the west section
of the City including the construction of the
new high school, the new elementary school and
the new elementary school being constructed

by the Woods School District, and the commercial
development at the Hame Lane-Lockeford Street

173
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intersection. He stated he could not see how
taese structures could be covered as well
from a location south of Lodi Avenue. He
stated that as Mayor he received a reply from
the Board of Fire Underwriters on May 21,
1956. They replied to his question as to
whether tne City would be penalized if they
placed a firehouse outside of a three-quarter
mile run from the General Mills plant, bear-
ing in mind the type of construction and the
built-in fire protection features. This letter
from the Board stated that there would be no
penalty for the General Mills plant as long
as its present superior construction is not
changed. He stated this pinpointed the need
for a station at Emerson Scnool, and when

the City purchased Emerson School it was in
the back of our minds to use it for that
purpose. He then pointed out that the recom-
mendation of the Fire Chief, who knows the
area better than anyone else, was for a fire
house located at Emerson School.

Mayor Hughes then stated that the City of
Lodi operates under a City Manager form of
government. He felt that the important facts
and important theme are missing in this
controversy. He stated that he felt the
question was whether the Council was going

to go over all detalls when it employed a
competent staff to do this work for the
Council. He felt the technical details should
be incorporated in reports submitted to the
Council by the staff. He stated that he has
spent four hours going over the complete
files accumulated on the question of the

fire house location and there was a tre-
mendous amount of information to be gained by
this type of investigation. He called
attention to the recommencdations by the

Board of Fire Underwriters in the letter of
May 13, 1957.

Mayor Hughes then called attenticn to the
letter submitted by the Fire Chief, dated
June 3, 1957, and particularly to two para-
graphs of that letter referring in the derog-
atory sense to two unnamed individuals. He
stated that whereas he considered the Chief
to be a friend of his, he did not think that
these two paragraphs could be passed over
without comment. This type of statement he
felt should not be allowed to enter into the
Council's discussion because it makes the
discussion difficult. He particularly pointed
to the final statements of the Chief's

letter where he refers to unidentified indi-
viduals, illustrating the Chief was striking

"at someone, but no one knows whom. He stated

that in his opinion the Fire Chief should
withdraw these paragraphs. He then reminded
the City Council that it holds the City Manager
responsible for the actions of the Fire Chief
and all other department heads. If the City
Council starts taking up directly the projects
of each department head they are in for trouble.
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He urged that the Council get the guestion

back into focus. He pointed out that whereas

the Chief had a right to file his views, he felt
that this letter had gone beyond reason. He

felt it hard to discuss the matter tonight under
the circumstances. He then referred to a state-
ment from the Fire Chief's annual report explain-
ing that the Fire Chief is accountable to the
City Manager for the operations in his department.
He then asked the City Manager if he rad received
a copy of the Fire Chief's letter of dJune 3, 1957.
The City Manager reported tnat he had not.

The Mayor then suggested that due to the cir-
cumstances he felt they should narrow the question
as to whetaer the recommendation of the Board

of Fire Underwriters should be accepted or re-
jected. He also stated that he felt the manner
in which decisions are reached is often more
important than the decision itself.

Councilman Katzakian again referred to the two
paragraphs of the Fire Chief's letter, particu-
larly the last paragraph which he thought was
uncalled for. He also pointed out that Council-
man Robinson favors the duplication of coverage
for the fire houses, whereas he felt this would
be a waste of the taxpayers money. He then moved,
Fuller second, that the recommendation of the
Board of Fire Underwriters to locate a fire nouse
in the area bounded by Lodi Avenue, Sacramento
Street, Tokay Street and Hutchins Street be
accepted.

Fire Chief Polenske-addressed the City Council

to state that a week or so ago he had been notified
that the matter of fire house locations was to

be discussed at the meeting this evening. He
asked why this item had not been publicized in

the newspaper. The reporter from the "News-
Sentinel" explained that he took the responsi-
bility for this as an oversite of his part. The
Chief then stated that he wished to discuss
several points: That a record of recent calls
demonstrated that the majority of responses are

in the northwest quadrant of the City, the quadrant
being formed by the Southern Pacific railroad
tracks and Lodi Avenue. He stated that there

was not one call in the southwest guadrant in

the last week. He then reviewed letters from the
Board of Fire Underwriters from 1953 to 1955,
which he believed were in contradiction. He
stated that he had little conficdence in the

Board of Fire Underwriters being able to rec-
ommend proper fire house locations. He stated
that he had talked to many citizens of the
community who agreed with him that the City should
have three fire houses rather than two. He also
“exnhibited a list of hazardous situations which

he pointed out existed primarily north of Lodi
Avenue. " He zlso stated that he did not wish to
hurt any feelings with anything he had said in

his letter.

Mr. Harry Tolliver, addressed the Council from
the audience and explained that conditions cf
fire houses had been discussed by prior coun-
cils. He recalled that the Main Street fire
nouse had been declared hazardous many years

ago and that it had been contemplated at that
time to put it on Emerson School grounds if the
vroverty could be secured at a reasonable figure.
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He stated that he did not believe it would be
too far in the future when the third fire house
would be required in the City.

Councilman Robinson stated that he believed
the Board of Fire Underwriters were vacillat-
ing in their recommendations. He felt that
the City Council was in a better position

to locate the fire house than the Board of
Fire Underwriters.

Councilman Katzakian pointed out that it is
tne Board of Fire Underwriters who rates
cities' fire departments, including the
locations of the fire houses.

Mayor Hughes pointed out that Councilman Rob-
inson has been the member of the Council

most adamant about meeting with the Board of
Fire Underwriters and he also pointed out that
Councilman Robinson was referring back to
periods prior to the Master Plan study or
prior to the time when comprehensive studies
had been made on the fire house locations.

Councilman Fuller pointed out that he had
never said that Emerson School was not a good
site, but that he agreed with the Board of
Fire Underwriters that a fire house located
in the southwest portion of the City was a
better location.

Councilman Mitchell stated that at the time
he was Mayor Mr. Frank Young of the Board of
Fire Underwriters had visited the City and
that in the company of the Fire Chief and the
City Manager they had toured both areas of
the City. At no time did Mr. Young designate
a site south of Lodi Avenue for a fire house;
however, when they examined Emerson School
grounds re stated that it was a good site.
Councilman Mitchell pointed out that he attended
four meetings with the Board of Fire Under-
writers in all, and it was his opinion that
Emerson School site was the proper location
for a fire house.

The Fire Chief stated that the persons indicated
in his letter of June 3rd were not among those
present at the meeting, but since it seemed
important to designate them, he had referred

to Mr. Adams and Mr. Young of the Board of

Fire Underwriters.

Councilman Katzakian then called for the
cuestion before the Council.

Councilman Robinson then moved, Mitchell
second, that the meeting be adjourned. Mayor
Hughes received a rulince from the City Attorney
that a motion to adjourn is always in crder.

He then called for the vote of the motion to
adjourn. The motion was defeated by the
following vote:

AYES: Councilman Mitchell and Hobinson
NOES : Councilmen Katzakian, Fuller, and Hughes

ABSENT: Councilmen None
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Mayor Hughes then called for the vote on the
motion of Councilman Katzakian, Fuller second,
that the recommendation of the Board of Fire
Underwriters be accepted to locate a fire house
within an area bounded by Lodi Avenue, Sacra-
mento Street, Tokay Street and Hutchins Street.
The motion carried by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmen - Fuller, Katzakian, and
Hughes
NOES: Councilmen - Mitchell and Robinson

ABSENT: Councilmen - None

Fire Chief Polenske thanked the City Council
for its decision, stating he felt that the
matter had been under discussion for a long
period and even if the City Council had located
a fire house ten miles out of town, the Fire
Department would continue to fight fires and
protect the citizens of Lodi.

City Attorney Mullen then informed the City
Council that over a long period of time members
of the City staff had been negotiating with

the Woodbridge Irrigation District regarding

the discharge of the City storm water in the
Irrigation District canal. He explained that

a contract with the Irrigation District in 1931
gave the City the right in perpetuity to utilize
the canal for this purpose. However, there

has been some question on the part of the
District as to the meaning of the contract

as related to the use of pumping in discharging
the water into the canal. He pointed out that
in the 1931 contract there was a possibility

of there being a cuestion regarding the City's
liability in the event of damage created by

the City's use. This 1931 contract has now
been revised after negotiations with the Irri-
gation District. This contract will clarify
and tighten the liability provisions and will
also clarify and authorize the City's present
pumping facilities. This is to include facili-
tles at the pump site which is presently approved
by the Irrigation District, although the actual
installation has not been made. He stated that
during their discussions the Irrigation District
made it plain that it wished to cooperate with
the City in every way possible. On the motion
of Councilman Robinson, Fuller second, the
Council approved the contract and authorized its
execution by the Mayor and City Clerk. "Coun-
cilman Roobinson stated that he believed the City
Attorney should be commended for his part in

the negotiations. Mayor Hughes complimented

"Councilman Robinson, who had taken part in the

negotiations, the City Attorney, and the City
Yanager for their efforts.

The City Attorney then suggested that it would
be of value to the City to give consideration
to tre hiring of a hydraulic engineer to study
the City's drainage system and its plans for
the future. He pointed out that this type of
study would require a great deal more time and
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effort than the City Engineer could afford to
give, bearingz in mind his responsibility for
all other engineering phases of the City's
operation. The City Manager stated that he
felt the study should be made as part of the
City's overall planning function, and he also
pointed out that this is a specialized field in
which the City Engineer might be at a disadvan-
tage. Councilman Katzakian then moved, Fuller
second, tnat the City Engineer be authorized

to investigate the availability of a hydraulic
engineer and the cost of such a study and that
he be instructed to make a report to the City
Council at a future meeting.

Mayor Hughes suggested that a preliminary meet-
ing be set for familiarization with tne 1957-
52 Budg2t. He pointed out that Councilman
Katzakian would be absent from the City the
last two weeks of June and this would give
nim an opportunity to examine the Budget

and ask questions. He also asked that the
City Manager prepare a report projecting the
income to the Capital Outlay Fund over a
pericd of years. It was agreed that the
Council would hold a study conference on
Thursday, June 13, 1957 at 3:00 p.m.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m. on
the motion of Councilman Fuller, Katzakian
second.

. . . IRYY, / ,r%'“‘ﬁ'
ATTEST: ~ HENRY A. GLAVESY JR.
City Clerk



